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Digests of Recent Opinions 








pRACTICE—Generally all mat- 
ters in controversy between 
parties, whether legal or 
equitable, should be raised in 
a single action. 

_Dismissal for lack of prosecu- 
tion is improper where failure 


to prosecute more diligently is 
Ss: . because of Pendency of an- 
“AUS other action the outcome of 
; which might render the former 
onoge ME suit moot. 
























NJ Digested from an opinion by 


app. S. J. A. D., rendered May 
4 1956. Appellate Div. Hochberg 
_ Freehold. For appellants — 
2»obert V. Carton. For respond- 
John J. Clancy. 

Plaintiffs appeal from an order 
‘the Chancery Division dismis- 
ing their complaint for failure 
9 prosecute the action. R.R 
30-3 

Plaintiffs had instituted an 
tion in the Law Division to 
aside a variance granted to 
dant. They then instituted 
he present action to restrain 
endant from doing anything 
n furtherance of the variance 
to compel removal of struc- 
and enlargements allegedly 
which were not part of 
existing non conform- 
>. Plaintiffs later filed a 
nird suit to set aside an amend- 
ent to the zoning ordinance 
ff the same property. 
Generally all matters 
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nether legal or equitable, should 
isposed of in a single action 
relief sought in the pre- 
Should have been ap- 
ed for in either of the Law 
1 actions mentioned 
final judgment has 
itered in each of the Law 
actions and the ques- 
hether plaintiffs should 
ied their day in court as 
restraints sought. There 
reason not to prc 
‘tlon more diligently for 
here would h > 
it if the zoning amend 
ceen sustained. Under 
imstances prot 
is to reverse 
this action 
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NING — VARIANCES — The 
The operator of a non-con- 
lorming business permitted 
inder R.S. 40:55-48 may not 
ncrease his business and then 
asert hardship as the basis 
(of a variance permitting in- 
‘allation of new facilities re- 
wired as a result of the in- 
("eased business. 












The spirit of the zoning act 
Sto restrict rather than in- 
‘ease non-conforming uses 
STERS and ¢ 5 
'SSES and the authority to grant 


‘ariances should be sparingly 
*xercised. 


bt 





from an opinion 
D} A. D., rendered May 
56. Appellate Div. Hochberg 
Freehold. For respondents — 
et V. Carton. For appellants 
Clancy. 
appeal ffrorn ; 
<nt of the Superior Cour 
Yivision setting asi:‘¢ 
cé granted to defend 
Raceway which 
itted enlargement 
Vays non-conforming 
1 adjoining lands 
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SEY He 1: The issue is control'ed 
* 4. §. 40:55-39(c) as it stood 

L 1953c288. Under this 

ys board of adjustment 
_4uthorized to grant a 

ON Mee““C€ where, by reason of 
8 *xtraordinary and excep- 
Condition of the piece of 

rts Involved, the strict ap- 

2 _*0n of the zoning ordinance 
375 Tesult in exceptional and 





“é hard ship. 





A landowner who is permitted 
to operate a non conforming 
business under R.S. 40:55-48 may 
not increase his business and 
then assert hardship as the 
basis of a variance permitting 
installation of new facilities 
required as the result of the in- 
creased business. 

Additionally, the variance here 
amounted to an extension of a 
non-conforming use and a board 
of adjustment is to be governed 
by the spirit of the Zoning Act 
which is to restrict rather 
than increase 
uses, and the authority to grant 
variances should be sparingly 
exercised. 

Under the facts here the trial 
court properly held the board of 
adjustment exceeded the author- 
ity conferred on it. 

Affirmed. 


Brownell Praises New 
Jersey's Judicial System 


Attorney-General Herbert 
Brownell, Jr., branded conges- 
tion in the courts as “the most 
vital problem confronting the 
bench and bar of our country 
today”. 

He called on delegates to a 
two-day national conference to 
apply their experience in help- 
ing solve the problem. He said 
there is no “simple” solution 
but must be a combination of 
improvements to speed up court 
procedure 

Brownell told the conference 
the problem “is not insolvable”’. 
He said a “streamlined judiciary” 
set up in New Jersey ‘‘over the 
ypposition of many judges and 
lawyers” has made the State’s 
legal system a model for the 
Nation 

Visiting Hours For 

Attorneys Limited At 

State Prison 


warden of the New Jer 





Th - 
ate Prison has found it 
( ‘y to limit the visitation 
hours for attorneys desiring to 
-onfer with clients who are in- 
tes of the prison. Under the 


an inmate in confine- 
mer the New Jersey State 
Prison may have a contact visit 
with such inmate from Monday 
to Friday between the hours of 
9 to Il a.m. and 1 to 3 p. m. If 
special emergency circumstances 
require, the attorney may write 
to Warden Lloyd W. McCorkle 
for permission to visit on Satur- 

or Sunday and if the cir- 


enrese 
pre 
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mstances are actually emer- 
gent, such a visit can be ar- 
‘anged 

Mr. McCorkle says it is ne- 


‘essary to make these requests 


for special visitation privilege 
because of lack of personnel 
he Prison to properly supervis 


visitation 


9 


S 
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1955 Pamphlet Laws 
Available at Essex Law 
Library 


Unbound copies of the 
Pamphlet Laws of 1955 in two 
(2) volumes are being distri- 
buted by the Essex County Law 
Library, Court House to lawyers 
in Essex County on a first come, 
first served basis—gratis. This 
service is one of the many af- 
forded to the members of the 
Bar by the Essex County Law Li- 
brary thru arrangements made 
by Charles H. Conaway, Sr., 
E. C. Law Librarian. 


non-conforming | 


organized team 


the association that 
member enroll two 
bers. 


enough of them do 
will be reached. A special mem- 
bership packet will be distribut- 
ed, containing two booklets set- 
ting forth the 
support of ABA membership and 
two blank application forms. 


Bill Permitting Suits For 
Malicious Charges Before 
Ethics Committees 
Passed 


Both the Senate and Assembly 
have passed a bill introduced by 





Senator Richard R. Stout, which | 


would permit lawyers to bring 
actions for malicious prosecu- 
tion against persons 
false and malicious charges 
against them before ethics and 


rievances committees. The bill | 
g : |a full appraisal of the subject of | 


|televising and broadcasting ju- | 


is designed to overcome the de- 


cision of the New Jersey Su- 
preme Court in the Toft case 
that lawyers had no right to 
bring actions for damages 
against persons making com- 
plaints against them _ before 
ethics committees no matter| 


how false or malicious the com- 


| plaints were. 


In the assembly, the lone dis- 
senter was Assemblyman Hymen 
B. Mintz. He said that the func- 
tioning and purpose of ethics 
committees would be disturbed 
by enactment of this bill. As- 
semblyman Clifton T. Barkalow, 
on the other hand, said all this 
bill seeks is to give the lawyer 
the same rights as any other 
citizen. 

The bill is 
ernor Meyner 
veto. 


before Gov- 
approval or 


now 
for 


A.B.A. Shoots For 100,000 
In 2nd Phase of Drive 


Chicago (ACCN 
can Bar Assn 
development 


The Ameri- 

membership 

program, begun in 

February, has successfully pas- 

sed one of its goals and is rolling 

on toward another 
As of May 


Y 





tabulation of 
nationwide results announced by 
campaign headquarters, showed 
30,156 new member applications, 
boosting the as ition’s mem- 
bership to above 85,000 

This is by far the largest gain 





in the association’s history, re- 
ports the May issue of the ABA 
Coordinator p these fig- 
ures 

It is approxin five times 
larger than tal for any 
prior year. It represents about 


for every 4.5 
campaign 


three new memt 
“prospects 
quotas. 


The final pha f the 


nation- 





wide campaign is beginning now 
The first wa t so-called 
“public” phase in which about 
10.000 alread lled ABA 
members participated to sign up 
the 30,156 new members men- 
tioned above 

The second or “internal” phase 
of the campaign will be a mass 
effort to reach the 100,000 mark. 
Its success will depend largely 
upon the assistance of ABA mem- 
bers who were n called upon 
to take an active part in the 








By obtaining few more than 
10,000 additional new-member 
applications, the hundred thou- 
sand goal will be reached, ac- 
cording to campaign officials. To 
accomplish this, president E. 
Smythe Gambrell and member- 
ship chairman Cecil E. Burney 


shortly will request on behalf of 


that 


each ABA 
new mem- 


Speaking, if 
so, the target 


Statistically 


malin 


points in 


Final results for the entire 


drive will be made known at the 
annual ABA meeting to be held 
in Dallas, Tex.., 


A 


2 


7 to 31 


ug 


making | 





Legality of Televising Judicial Proceedings 





by Lester J. Kramer* 

Recent developments in the 
courts of Colorado, Pennsylvania 
and Texas bring to the attention 
of the bench, the bar and the 
public the problem of photo- 
graphing, radio broadcasting 
and televising judicial proceed- 
ings. 

In May, 1951, a special com- 
mittee of the American Bar As- 
| sociation was appointed to make 


'dicial and legislative proceed- 


|ings. This committee, headed by 
the distinguished John W. Davis, 


| 
| 


ommended the adoption of reso- 
| lutions by the American Bar As- 
sociation condemning the prac- 


judicial proceedings. The com- 
mittee also recommended cer- 
tain changes in Canon 35 of the 
Canons of Judicial Ethics (77 
ABA Reports 607 (1952) ). 





In accepting the recommenda- 
tions of this committee, the 
House of Delegates of the 


American Bar Association, meet- 
ing at San Francisco, California, 
}in September, 1952, amended 
/Canon 35 so that the same now 
reads as follows: 

“Canon 35, Improper publiciz- 
ling of court proceedings: Pro- 
ceedings in court should be con- 
ducted with fitting dignity and 
decorum. The taking of photo- 
| graphs in the courtroom during 
sessions of the court, or recesses 
between sessions and the broad- 
casting or televising of court 
proceedings are calculated to de- 
tract from the essential dignity 
of the proceedings, distract the 
witness in giving his testimony, 
degrade the court and create 





Sue To Recover Damages 
For Men Lost In Korea 


Denver—Eighty-eight survivors 
of men lost during the Korean 
conflict sued the Federal Gov- 
ernment for $1,000,000 each. 

The main plaintiff was Eugene 
R. Guild of Glenwood Springs, 
Colo., whose son, Marine Lt. 
yohn Guild, was killed in action 
in Korea. Guild had demanded 
that the atomic bomb be used 
in Korea to minimize American 


losses. 





Guild and 87 other persons 
who lost sons or husbands in 
Korea charged in the Suit, filed 
in Federal district court, that 
Presidents Truman and Eisen- 
hower, acting for the Federal 
Government, “needlessly and in 
violation of the Constitution de- 
prived the plaintiffs of their 
sons husbands, who in conse- 
quence lost their lives or their 
liberty”. 

The suit alleges that both Mr. 
Truman and Mr. Eisenhower 
withheld “tactical and strategic 
support” from American soldiers 
in Korea. 

“The Government, in fear of 
and to appease the Red Army, 
rigged the rules to prevent vic- 
tory, thereby depriving our sons 
husbands of a better chance for 
their lives or liberty”, the suit 
said. “President Truman, by his 
actions, conveyed to the Chinese 
Reds the certainty that if they 
attacked our men, the Govern- 
ment would not do its utmost 
to defeat them.” 


Judicial Conference 


The Annual Judicial Con- 


| filed its report in 1952 and rec- | 


tice of televising or broadcasting | 


misconceptions with respect 
thereto in the mind of the pub- 
lic and should not be permitted.” 
(77 ABA Reports 110 (1952) ). 

In February, 1956, the Council 
of the American Bar Association 
section on judicial administra- 
tion unanimously voted to rec- 


ommend § strict adherence to 
Canon 35. 
The first American states to 


prohibit the broadcast of judi- 
cial proceedings by statute were 
Wisconsin and Georgia. In Jan- 
uary, 1954, the Supreme Court 
of the State of Ohio adopted a 
rule banning cameras and radio 
and television equipment from 
the courtrooms of that State. 

The Supreme Court of the 
State of New Jersey has adopted 
two rules applying to all courts 
of the State. These rules set 
forth that all trials shall be con- 
ducted in an orderly manner 
according to law. No photo- 
graphs shall be taken or sketch- 
es made, nor shall radio or tele- 
vision broadcasting or transmit- 
ting be permitted of any pro- 
ceedings in any courtroom dur- 
ing any criminal proceeding 
therein or during the presence 
of a defendant in the courtroom. 

Rule 223 (b) of the Rules of 
Civil Procedure of the Supreme 
Court of Pennsylvania prohibits 
the taking of photographs or 
radio broadcasting during a 
trial. 

Our federal courts in the 
United States have solved the 
problem by establishing Rule 53 
of the Rules of Criminal Pro- 
cedure, which reads as follows: 

“The taking of photographs in 
a courtroom during the progress 
of judicial proceedings or radio 
broadcasts of judicial proceed- 
ings in the courtroom shall not 
be permitted by the court.” 

The Advisory Committee rec- 
ommending the adoption of said 
rule stated that its purpose was 
to give expression to a standard 
which should govern the con- 
duct of judicial proceedings. 

The problem of publicizing ju- 
dicial proceedings has caused 
conflicts between the courts and 
the press over a period of many 
years. The invention of the still 
camera, the motion picture cam- 
era, the radio and, finally, tele- 
vision, have served only to ag- 
vravate the conflict. Representa- 
tives of the press, sitting in the 
courtroom quietly making notes 
in pencil, did not impair or dis- 
turb the dignity of the proceed- 
ings. The newspaper or maga- 
zine artist. quietly sketching in 
the courtroom, tracted little 
or no attention. However, the 
artist was replaced by the pho- 
tographer with his flash powder 
and flash bulbs, and in his wake 
followed the newsreel reporter 
with his motion picture camera 
and sound recording apparatus 
Following closely behind was the 
radio broadcaster with his mi- 
srophone. All of these people 
demanded entrance to legisla- 
tive halls and judicial proceed- 
ings as representatives of the 
press. Now the television broad- 
caster seeks to bring his cam- 
eras and microphones into the 
courtroom on the theory that 
the general public is entitled by 
law to know what goes on in 
the courts, and cameras and mi- 
crophones are the logical trans- 
mission belts to carry the news 
of the trial to the waiting world. 

Television is a boon to man- 
kind, as a medium of transmit- 


al 





ference will be held in the War 
Memorial Bldg. at Trenton, to- 
morrow, June Ist. As a result 
there will be no sessions in any 


of the courts of the State. 


(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
* Member of the New Jersey Bar 
Paper presented at Ninth Conference of 

the inter-American Bar Association, in 

Texas Action n the resolution 


Dallas 
proposed was deferred til 1958 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





CRIMINAL LAW — INSANITY—, ordered removed to 


the New 


An application for commit-| Jersey Hospital for the Insane, 
ment of a defendant under | where he is still confined. 


N. J. S. 30:4-29 as being then 


insane does not bar a subse-| Jury 


In June 1955 the Essex Grand 
returned 5 indictments 


quent application under N. J.| aoainst defendant for the al- 
S. 2A:163-2, in advance of trial| jegeq crimes for which he was 
on criminal charges, for a de-| arrested in January. 


termination that 
was insane at the time of the} 
alleged crimes. 


Digested from an opinion by | for 


Francis, J. A. D., rendered May 


24, 1956. Appellate Div. State v.| 
Stern. For appellant—Charles V. | 
Webb, Jr., Pros. For respondent— | 
(Kessler &|} 
attys. William A. Ancier | 


Samuel I. Kessler 
Kessler, 
on the brief). 

The Prosecutor of 
irom an interlocutory order of 
the trial court granting a hear- 
ing to defendant under N. J.S. A. 
2A:163-2 to determine in ad- 
vance of trial whether he was 
legally sane at the time of com- 
mission of certain alleged crimes. 

Defendant was arrested in 
January 1955 and charged with 
a number of crimes. He was ar- 
raigned on January 24th. A few 
days later, while he was con- 
fined in the Essex County Jail, 
his wife applied under N. J. S. 
30:4-29 to have him declared 
insane and committed. On 
January 31, with the approval 
of the Prosecutor, defendant 
was adjudged insane and was 
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latest rate 
per annum 





Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 
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FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
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defendant | 


Essex | 
County sought leave to appeal | 


iN. J. S. 


On Nov. 21, 1955 an applica- 
|tion was made on defendant’s 


i'behalf under N. J. S. 2A:163-2 
a hearing to determine 
whether he was insane at the 


time of the commission of the 
alleged offenses. The purpose 
was not to procure a discharge 
from the mental institution but 
to have defendant transferred 
from the criminal part to the 
|civil part. The Court directed an 
inquiry be held as to the menta 
condition of defendant at the 
time of the alleged offenses 

The Prosecutor, in seeking 
lleave to appeal, argues that 
since at the time of the original 
commitment proceeding defend- 
ant sought only a finding that 
he was then insane and not 
amenable to trial, under N. J. S 
30:4-29, he thereby lost or 
waived any right to seek a pre- 
trial determination under N. J.S 
2A:163-2 that he was insane 
when the alleged criminal acts 
were performed. 

Held: N. J. 5. 30:4-29 
prescribes the ordinary 
ure for committment of 
persons regardless of 
criminal charges are 
is in pari materia with 
2A:163-2. Together the 
tutes presents the means where- 
by the issues of lack of amen- 
ability trial by reason 
insanity and insanity when the 
crimes were committed, can be 
determined in advance of trial 
of the indictments. There is no 
requirement that both issues be 
disposed of at the same hearing. 
2A:163-2 assigns the 
problem to the discretion of the 
trial court. Practical problems 
may require committment under 


which 
proced- 
Insane 
whether 
involved 
N.J.S 


two sta- 


to ol 


N. J. S. 30:4-29 before a de- 
termination under N. J. S. 
2A:163-2. 

No substantial ground exists 


for granting leave to appeal. 


Announcement 
Anthony Luongo has opened 
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| TORTS—FRATERNAL ORGANI-| 
ZATIONS — MALICIOUS IN- 
JURY—Members of a fraternal | 
organization are not liable in 
damages for malicious exclu- 
sion of an applicant or chap- 
ter from membership in the 


organization. 
—While the law grants remedies 
to one wrongfully expelled) 


from a fraternal organization, 
there is no remedy for exclu- 
sion from admission into a 
voluntary association no mat- 
ter how arbitrary or unjust the 
exclusion. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Conford, J. A. D., rendered May 


21, 1956. Appellate Div. Traut- 
wein v. Harbourt. For appel- 
lants—Harry Green (Arthur S. 
Kelsey, atty.). For various re- 


spondents — John Claud Simon, 
Baruch S. Seidman and August 
C. Ullrich. 

Plaintiffs sued defendants for 
damages alleging a malicious 
conspiracy by defendants to de- 
prive them of membership in 
a fraternal organization. De- 
fendants had summary judg- 
nent and plaintiffs appeal. 

Some of the plaintiffs had 
been members of the Eastern 
Star and sought to form a new 
chapter. Others became associa- 
ted with the proposed chapter 
while its charter application 
was pending. It is charged that 
defendants, all members of other 
-~hapters of Eastern Star con- 
spired to prevent and succeeded 
in preventing admission of the 
new chapter because of malice 
yf defendants — towal ‘d some or 
all of the 
and that 


tiffs 


it those plain- 
members of 
other chapters lost their mem- 
bership in the Order when the 
admission of the new chapter 
was rejected. 

Held: The 


1) 
a resul 


been 


aS 


who had 


first question is 
whether plaintiffs were expelled 
from the order or whether they 
were denied admission thereto 
The law accords important 
rights and status to members of 
voluntary organizations not ex- 
tended to aspirants to 
membership. One wrongfully ex- 
pelled from such an organiza- 
tion may be restored to mem- 
bership by mandamus or he may 
bring an action for damages. On 
the other hand, there is no 
abstract right to be admitted to 


new 


membership in a voluntary as- 
sociation. The general rule is 
there is no legal remedy for ex- 
clusion from admission into a 
voluntary association, no mat- 
er how arbitrary or unjust the 
exclusion. 


The question is controlled by 
constitution and by laws of 
order. In far as creation 
new chapter and member- 
ship by affiliation with that 
chapter are concerned, it is 
clear that this is a matter of 
admission into the order and 
on this score the grievance is 
for loss of association or admis- 
sion for which there was no 
absolute right. The rejection of 
the charter was an exclusion not 
an expulsion. As to those who 
were previously members of 
other chapters, again the con- 
stitution and by-laws control. 
They provide that by changing 
an existing chapter to a 
chapter under dispensation or 
institution of a new chapter, a 
member terminates his former 
affiliation. Thus he assumes the 
risk of complete loss of member- 
ship if the new chapter is not 
admitted and the prior members 
are put in the same status as 
those previously unaffiliated. 
The denial of the charter with 
the resultant loss of member- 
ship to all the plaintiffs consti- 
tuted a denial of admission and 
not an expulsion or forfeiture. 

The question then is whether 
concerted activity by members 
of a strictly fraternal organiza- 
tion designed to exclude aspir- 
ants from admission is action- 
able where such activity is con- 
fined within the organization 
but actuated substantial 


the 
the 
of a 


So 


rom 


is in 





New Laws 


Governor Meyner has signed 
the following bills: 
A-11 Chapter 50 May 22 
Exempts radio and television 
broadcasters from 
defamatory remarks uttered by 
a candidate for public office 
where the broadcast cannot be 
censored because of Federal law 
or regulation. 
A-29 Sca Chapter 52 May 22 
Permits courts to require the 
attendance of a State resident 
parent or guardian of minors 
charged with violating the alco- 
holic beverage laws. 
S-76 Chapter 54 May 22 
Permits an application for re- 
fund of transfer inheritance 
taxes to be made within 3 years 
after a court determines that 
the decedent had no interest in 





the property on which the tax 
was erroneously paid. 
Announcement 
Howard M. Freund has moved 
his offices to 290 Potter Pl., 
Weehawken. 
degree by motives legally clas- 
sifiable under the head of 
malice 
On the one hand there is the 


general policy of redressing the 
intentional infliction of harm 
and loss of membership in a 
fraternal organization may be 
deemed harm or damage. But on 
the other hand there is the 
clear counter policy of absolute 
and unquestionable right of 
voluntary associations to exclude 
from membership on any basis 
whatever. Clearly to be implied 
from this absolutism resident 
in the association is the deri- 
vative right of individual mem- 
bers to be heard within the or- 
ganization on their objections to 
an applicant and to persuade 
other members toward their 
views. To qualify that right by 
the peril of liability for dama- 
ges at the suit of an excluded 
applicant who can convince a 
jury that the objecting member 
was motivated by ill will would 
substantially impair the com- 
monly accepted concepts as to 
freedom of selectivity in social 
and fraternal organizations. In- 
tentional wilful or malicious 
harms are actionable’ unless 
justified. If the exclusion were 
maliciously accomplished by a 
Stranger to the _ association, 
there might well be an action 
against him. But when it is done 
by a member, it is in the exer- 
cise of his equal or superior 
right and hence justifiable in 
the legal sense. 

What defendants here did was 
in the exercise of a primary 
right; a right to act, individually 
and jointly, for the exclusion 
from the order of the proposed 





liability for | 


ee 


Bills Introduced 


The following bills were ip:-. 
duced in the Senate: 

S-311 McCay. To te 
County and Municipal Lay p.| 
vision Commission. (No 

S-316 Hannold. To 
salary of county court ; 
in counties of more a re 
inhabitants at $12, 500.; 










ref 





fix 










75 000 






tants and less than 
habitants at $10,000.; a 
counties of less than 50,000 ; 
habitants at $7,500. (No re; 
ASSEMBLY 

The following bills were in: 
duced in the Assembly: 

A-391 Junda. To permit my 
cipalities by ordinance to abo 
municipal courts or withdr; 
from inter municipal cour 
(Jud.) i 

A-556 Hauser. To permit r i 
nicipalities to provide by or; £2 
nance for the regulation of re 
and possession of housing spz: 
(Bus. Affs.) 

A-561 Stepacoff. To 
employer who discharge 
ployee because of an execu 
being placed against his 
or salary a disorderly 
(Jud.) ’ 

A-562 Brady & Gray. To pe 
mit municipalities under 
conditions, to adopt rent 
to be administered by n 
agencies and to establish re 
as of February 29, 1956 
lawful base rent and t 
for stays of eviction. ‘S 
M. G.) 

A-564 Haines. To abolish 
tal punishment and 
penalty for capital offense 
imprisonment for life 1 

ibili P ee redy St 
r parole. ‘J 
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chapter for any reasons which t bl ppm 
they deemed warranted such ere ae es 
action; and in exercising such | ° litigating any tax case 
rights their motives are im- 5 
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— DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS certain circumstances. Under all 

d ee the facts here it cannot be said 
zoNING—Under N. J. S. 40:55- the junction of routes 33 and 4.; the amendment was not designed 

@ intr. 35 an amendment to a zoning The adjoining lands in the!or motivated to promote the 


rdinance must be submitted 
to the planning board of a 
municipality, where there is 
one, before it can become ef- 
fective and if, contrary to 
y. J. S. 40:55-1.4 any member 
of the planning board having 
any interest, direct or indirect, 
no matter how small, acts on 
the matter, the amendment is 
invalid. 
4n amendment rezoning pro- 
perty is valid if adopted for 
the general welfare of the 
‘€ inusi® community and the courts will 
not interfere with it merely 
it mun® pecause doubt as to whe- 
ther the general welfare or 
hdr: some other purpose motivated 
coun the change. 
r ted from an opinic 

S. J. A. D., rendered } 
1 Appellate Div. Seckhere 
tals v. Freehold. For appellants 
Se oobert V. Carton rant 
ens and Carton, atty 
Lake Ge nondent Zlotkin — Wi 
- b:ir, Jr. (Parsons. Labrecqus 
UNGe--729na & Combs attys F 
Wat..cr respondents — John 
se Clancy & 





- 






















at the 
djoining the 
f Freehold. It 


is tr 





soba Rout 


ase runs alone h 
property on 
1 St. The area is owned by 
ndant Freehold 
except for about an 

he apex which is owned 
iant Zlotkin. Th pex 


Fa'ad ver iutoatn £ ‘ 
Tl¢ whnicn tor: 





> circle 


awyers 
Protective 
nsurance 


‘cu are insured under this po 

t claims arising from any 
egligent act, error, 
curring in the performance of 
] service rendered to 


Nal 
nts 











licy 





or omission 








today for descriptive 
let and schedule of rates 


FRED W. ANDRES 
COMPANY 


1180 Raymond Boulevard 
ltchell 2-2965 or MArket 4-1900 
Newark 2, N. J. 


To Be 
Interest 





$80.0 














Township of Freehold are zoned 
for commercial use. Under the 
Borough’s zoning ordinance 
adopted in 1924 the rezoned area 
was placed in a Class A residen- 
tial zone. A large portion of the 
rezoned area was and is used by 


the defendant Association as a 
non conforming use, as a race 
track. Other property on the 
two highways is also used for 
commercial purposes. 

The Racing Association re- 


quested that the area be rezoned 


so it could use the _ portion 
bounded by the highways and 


t the apex for enlargement 
yf its facilities. this portion not 
I been used as a non- 
onforming The Planning 
Board by a vote of 5 to 2 ap- 
proved the change on May 10, 
1954 and the Borough Council 
on May 17 by a vote of 4 to 2 also 
approved the amendment 
Held: N. J. S. 40:55-35 pr 
that no _change or amendment 
nin ordinance shall be- 

less it has first 


‘ome effective un rs 
1 submitted to the planning 

b 1, when board 

for its approval, di spProval 


gestions an 





use. 


ovides 


sucn eXists, 





or 
d in case an 
t by the plan- 


ovecome ei- 


ol 


ved by a 









either directly 





9) ; lanl 
yersonal or financi t 
7 e membe! f the Plan- 
Board are charged wit] 
alifying persona I 
interes On yf i 
iy rec nN oO; } 
ncessions and apparently made 
SO money therefrom He 


financial in- 


ements con- 


fore had soms 
he improv 


A lancial interest 





lif ber. The 
terest of one member of tl 
Board infects the 
hers, regardless 
interes ne ss. Ne or 
that t 


+} 
he 


mem 


+ Tn + 
tne O 








ted in fave of the 
in Plan ¥: 
For this reas 


must 


the 
action 
igment 





since it appears the 
ill again be 


thereof i 
tnereo! 1s 


sougnt, 





passed 
amend- 
violates N. J.S 
attempt to 


propriety 
n. Plain tiffs 
nent is arbitrary, 
35-32 and is an 
oro? a variance by way of 
amendment. An amendment is 
to be used to take the place 
of a variance. The former is 
-oncerned primarily with the 
welfare of the entire community; 
latter to relieve certain pro- 
perty of certain burdens under 


argue tne 


the 
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general welfare of the Borough; 
was not in keeping with the 
comprehensive zoning plan of 
the Borough and was adopted 





for the benefit of the Racing 
Association. Under the circum- 
stances now existing it would 
have been proper to have placed 
the tract business zone 
originally and is not now be- 
ing wrenched from an entirely 
different environment. Though 


the court may have some doubts 


as to the motive or design of 
the amendment, when in doubt 
the court stain. The 
objector must blish mani- 
fest abuse. 

FORECLOSURES — SHERIFF'S 


SALES—Where it is announced 


at foreclosure sale that the 
sale was to be “subject to the 
lien of unpaid taxes” the pur- 


not thereafter re- 
quire the rent receiver who 
had been appointed during 
the pendency of the action to 


chaser may 


pay taxes accruing prior to 
or during his_ receivership 
though the published notices 
of the sale made no mention 


that it would be made subject 








to taxes. 

Diges pinion by 
Clapp Ss. J ndered May 
a, 1956. Aj I Lepore 

Ajamian & U.S. ALE appel- 

pre se ae ae 
les H For Rent 
, J f 

Plaintiff instituted this ac- 
tion to forecl nortgage 
During the pen ‘vy of the ac- 
tion receiv appointed 
to collect the rents and the pro- 
ceeds of a fire i rance policy 
yayable as a! t of a fire but 
there was no 0! r directing the 
receiver to the real estate 
taxes oO! t ses. The 
U.S.A the pro- 
perty. Judgm entered in 
he foreclosure tion and the 
property vw Sheriff’s 
sale to one San Gleza for 
$4700. Appe i serts Miss 
G1 i ( acting on 
his behalf Sheriff’s 
deed sne 
nade a the 
receiver to pa l f the funds 
n his hand estate taxes 
which had l during his 
receivership and prior thereto. 
The trial court the mo- 
tion. Miss Gl conveyed 
the propert ellant and 
assigned to hin ich cause of 
action as she have with 
respect to Appellant 


thereupon ti appeal. 

Held: Th appealed 
terlocutory and not 
under R.R. 2:2-3 as 


from is In 


appealable 





it stood at the time, and the 
appeal is out of time. However 
the appellant d raise this 
issue again in another appeal 
taken in time from the final 
judgment disposing of the pro- 


ceeds of the sale and it is there- 


fore passed on here 


It was announced at the time 
of the sale > sale was 
to be “subject to the lien of un- 
paid taxes.’”’ Where such an an- 
nouncement may have had the 
tendency of depressing the price 
brought at the sale, perhaps to 
the amount of tl taxes, the 
purchaser cannot conscience 
accept the benefit of the sale 


time ask to have 


and at the same 











the taxes paid by the receiver. 
Where notice of a lien is given at 
the sale, the court must heed its 
effect on bids that may be made 

announcement may well 
h i i ve tendency 
here, notw o the fact 
that the publish notices of 
sale failed to state that the sale 
would ce made subject to taxes. 
Having had the benefit of this 
depressive effect, the appellant 
is not entitled to the relief 
sought. 


Affirmed. 
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Social Security Payments Show 80-Fold Increase 





An ,80-Fold increase in social | 


security benefits paid to retired 


| workers, their families and sur- 


vivors was disclosed today by 


Comnteree Clearing House, na-| 


tional reporting authority on tax 
and business law. 

Benefit payments now running 
about $415 fnillion a month are 
expected to increase astronomi- 
cally as more workers retire. In 
1941, the benefits paid out 
amounted to only five and one- 
third million dollars a month. 

Proposed amendments now 
before Congress point up the 
huge growth in the social secur- 
ity system. 

Since 1937, 
ment started 


when the govern- 
collecting old-age 
benefit taxes from employers 
and employees alike, the law 
has changed radically, says the 
CCH report. 

Initially, CCH points out, about 
32 million workers and their em- 
ployers were taxed one per cent 
on the first $3,000 of their yearly 
earnings, and maximum bene- 
fits were limited to $85 a month. 
No provision was made for pay- 
ments to workers’ dependents or 
survivors, and the earning of 
$15 or more a month disquali- 
fied the retired worker from re- 
ceiving any retirement benefits 
whatever. 

An estimated 69 million work- 
ers, including the self-employed, 
are currently covered under the 
program and both the tax and 
benefits have been substantially 
increased. 


Federal old-age tax collections 


amounted to approximately $5.2 
billion in fiscal 1954 and in- 
creased to $5.4 billion in the 
rear ended June 30, 1955. 
important changes in the so- 
cial security program are again 
in the making, according to the 


CCH report. In a bill which pas- 
he House last year, coverage 
is extended to thousands of new 
workers, including lawyers. den- 
tists, optometrists, etc. Other 
provisions which would have 
raised the tax rate, reduced the 
retirement age for women, and 
granted benefits to the disabled 
at age 50 were dropped by the 
> Finance Committee which 


sed t 


has been conducting hearings 
preliminary to presentation to 
the Senate for action. 


Middlesex Bar Elects 
New Officers 


Judge Clapp and Robert Snevily 
Participate on Program 


Samuel S. Cohen was elected 
President of the Middlesex 
County Bar Association at a 
meeting held last week at the 
Oak Hills Manor in Metuchen. 
Other officers elected, all of 
whom were installed by Robert 
S. Snevily, President of the 
State Bar Association, were: 

Ist V.P., Charles M. Morris, 
Jr.: 2nd V.P.. Albert W. Seaman.; 
3rd V.P., Samuel Kaplan; Treas., 
Schuyler C. Van Cleef; Sec., 
Aldona E. Appleton and Trustees, 
Matthew F. Melko, Arthur J. Sills, 
Herman Breitkopf, Philip Strong 
and C. Christian Stockel, Jr. 

The speaker at the meeting 
was Superior Court Judge Alfred 
C. Clapp who spoke on appel- 
late courts and procedure. 
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tomer consult his attorney for legal advice. 
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the most simple, is sound without a modern, 
And no Will, 
is likely to remain sound in these 
changing times. We constantly 
customers that prompt discussion of their 
estate problems with their attorneys should 
help them do more for their families. 
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State Bar's Action On Pretrial Conferences 


Supporters of our present pretrial procedures will note 


satisfaction the action of the recent Annual Meeting of the 
State Bar Association (79 N. J. L. J. 177) rejecting the recom- 
mendation of the Association’s Special Committee on the Trial 
of Automobile Negligence Cases for elimination in such cases, 


except to determine the question of transferability to the district 
courts, of the present mandatory pretrial conference procedure 
The Special Committee’s recommendations called for a Rule in 
that field of litigation which would require pretrial conferences 
only if ordered by the Court on its own motion or if demanded 


by any party to the cause: and would have these conducted as 
conferences rather than as formal hearings “so as to permit 
and encourage a more thorough exploration of the question of 


settlement”. 

The defeat of the Committee’s proposal may be taken 
demonstrate the acknowledgment and acceptance, by a_sub- 
stantial majority of those voting on the proposal, of the merit 
pretrial conferences toward fulfilment of the ideal of our present 
judicial system. It is interesting to note, however, that the debate 
on the proposal was conducted by six judges—a Supreme Court 
Justice, 3 Superior Court Judges and 2 County Court Judges, who 
opposed the committee’s suggestion, and three practicing lawyers 
who favored it. In all about 100 members of the association voted 
on the proposal. These circumstances may be taken to indicate 
that the bar as a whole is not so disturbed by any of the alleged 
shortcomings of pretrial conferences as to put up a vigorous fight 
against them as it has shown it can do in other instances when it 
is aroused. 

In submitting its recommendations the Association Committee 
pointed out, among other things, that about fifty per cent of the 
calendar of the Law Divisions of the Superior and County Courts 
consists of automobile cases; and that considerable time is spent by 
Judges cn pretrial conferences in such cases. Much as one may 
be concerned with the heavy calendars which daily confront our 
judges, one may be more concerned, as unquestionably they them- 
selves are, with strengthening the basic principles underlying our 
new court system and enhancing, whenever possible, the more 
complete administration of justice in this State. 

As we pointed out in an earlier editorial (78 N. J. L. J. 368), 

re is no insoluble administrative problem presented by the 
Olume of auto negligence litigation in our courts. Our pretrial 
conference procedure has worked well. It has already firmly dem- 
nstrated its effectiveness as a vehicle for the exposure of the 
Substance of every controversy as both sides see it. It is truly 
a cornerstone in the building of our practice in the trial of cases 
under the new judicial system. Those who complain that pretrials 
in auto negligence cases are wasting the time of Bench and Bar 


to 


ot 


are merely espousing a return to the “good old days” when ill- 
defined issues were brought to trial permitting, as it were, a 


roaming at will at the trial completely outside the substantial 
issues. Those who are concerned with alleviation of calendar con- 
gestion would do well to consider the wasted time, energy and 
motion which would be the result if the true issues to be deter- 
mined were not well laid out in outline prior to the trial. 
Moreover. those who would have the Court place more em- 
phasis on lement at pretrial conferences would likewise do 
well to consider whether this in itself would not lead to a 
perversion of the pretrial device for forced settlements. Consider- 
ing that upwards of three-quarters of all the cases in the Law 
Division of our Courts are disposed of by settlement, discon- 
tinuance or dismissal, it is quite apparent that the pretrial pro- 
cedure is serving a most salutary purpose in pointing up to prac- 
titioners the relative merits of their cases after all of the chaff 


sett 





ing 


has been eliminated. 
} lawyers both on and off the bench, who will agree 
extent the pretrial conference in the usual auto 









se is not effective in saving time at the trial, but 
e this view with the more significant observation that 
so only because counsel do not cooperate as fully as they 
at such conferences and judges have not seen fit to exert 

nd pressure to obtain the necessary cooperation. 
at no matter what reservations some practi- 
e had in the past concerning the pretrial con- 
machinery, all of us will henceforth plunge wholeheartedly 
e cause of fostering its real spirit and intent. 


tantéery) 














Sussex Trials Commence Ely Presiding Judge of 
June 11th Morris District Court 


a cal or and County ORDERED that pursuant to 


Superi 








apes ~ N JS. 2A:13, 17, Judge William 
H. H. Ely is designated as Pre- 
siding Judge of the Morris 
County District Court. 
By the Court 
s/ ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT 





C. J. 





Federal Tax Notes 





By Harold Kamens 

EXEMPTION: One organiza- 
tion carried on two principal 
functions, each of which alone 
would have qualified for exemp- 
tion under 1939 Code Section 101 
(9) and Section 101/10) respec- 
tively. 

Held: As a unit, the organiza- 
tion was not tax-exempt because 
its total activities could not 
qualify under either section. 
Allegemeiner Arbeiter Verein, 25 
TC No. 47. 


CONSTRUCTIVE INCOME: 


Taxpayer, organized in 1940 to 
find jobs for ex-Marines, de- 
veloped considerable business 
furnishing guard service to war 
plants 

Held: 722 Relief denied, even 
if it could qualify, as it had not 


shown how a constructive base- 
period income could be computed 
for it. Ex Marine Guards, Inc., 
25 Te No. 6d. 

RESIDUARY 
dent directed 
pay all taxes 
cipal” of his so 
legacies, bequests, and 
vould go free and clear. 

Held: payment of the 
taxes must be from the residuary 
that the value of the 
residuary trust to the wife, and 
therefore the value of the mari- 

yn, must be computed 
after deducting the estate taxes 
chargeable to the estate. Juster 
Estate, 25 TC No. 80 

TRANSFERS: Decedent and 
his wife held as tenants by the 
entireties securities which had 
all been purchased with dece- 
dent's own funds. In 1945, by a 
transfer in contemplation of de- 
cedent’s death ‘which occurred 
in 1947), they each took half as 
separate property. 

Held: Decedent's half includ- 
ible in his estate, the other half 
is not. Each tenant by the en- 
tirety may be considered as own- 
ing half. No more should be 


ESTATE: Dece- 
his executors to 
out of the “prin- 
estate that all 
devises 


ne 


estate, so 








tal deducti 














Tells How Lawyers May 
Cooperate In Fire 
Prevention Activities 


Philadelphia (ACCN) — What 
is the lawyer’s role in fire pre- 
vention? 

Sydney C. Orlofsky, the Phila- 
lelphia Bar Assn.’s representa- 
tive to the Citizens Committee 
on Fire Prevention, defines it in 
a recent issue of The Shingle. 
the association's official publica- 
tion. 

He declares that lawyers can 
make a very substantial con- 
tribution by observing the fol- 
lowing suggestions: 

1—Alert clients to the perils 
involved in the erection of non- 
conforming buildings and equip- 
ment. 

2—Advise the purchase of un- 
derwriter-approved devices and 


machinery. 
3—Insist in contracts that in- 
stallation of machinery, elec- 


trical equipment, storage tanks 
and the erection of buildings, 
additions and alterations be in 
conformity with the Fire Pre- 
vention Code and _ pertinent 
building regulations and licens- 
ing. 

4—Suggest to all clients at 
least a semi-annual safety check 
relating to cleanliness and or- 
der, maintenance, heating, light- 
ing and electrical equipment, fire 
doors, trap doors and fire es- 
capes, fire extinguishing appara- 
tus, water pressure and sprinkler 
head check-ups and alarm sys- 
tems. 

5—Insist that clients secure 
permits for any installation or 
operation covered by the code. 

“Experience establishes that 
most fires can be prevented by 
simple and easy corrections of 
physical conditions, inexpensive 
adjustments of usage and mini- 
mal attention to and inspection 
of the design, installation and 
maintenance of hazardous equip- 
ment,” Orlofsky said in conclu- 
sion. 


included now merely because of 
the transfer in contemplation of 
death. Carnall Estate, 25 TC 
No. 78. 

GIFT-TAX EXCLUSION: Tax- 
payer claimed gift-tax exclu- 
sions for the interest of bene- 
ficiaries in income of a trust 
he created. The trustees had full 
discretion to encroach upon and 
fully exhaust the principal of 
the trusts for any one or all of 
a number of purposes. 

Held: The interests of the 
beneficiaries in the income of the 
trusts were not susceptible of 
valuation and the claimed gift- 
tax exclusions were disallowed 
Reinfeld, TCM 1955-355. 

MARITAL DEDUCTION: The 
widow’s share in taxpayer estate 
was bequeathed to a niece “ * * * 
in the event my wife predeceases 
me, or predeceases distribution 
her.” 

Held: The taken by 
the widow aerminable and 
did not qualify for the marital 
deduction because she had to 
survive for an undetermined 


to 
interest 


was 


period until distribution —in 
order to take. Street Estate, 25 
TC No. 8 

BAD DEBTS: Taxpayer ad- 
vanced $7,000 to a controlled cor- 
poration in 1937. In 1941 the 
corporate charter was forfeited 
for failure to pay taxes. At that 
time the only property owned 
by the corporation was real 


estate encumbered by tax liens 
in an amount not less than the 
value of the property. However, 
taxpayer did not claim a bad- 
debt deduction until 1947; in 
that year Jersey City paid $250 
for a quitclaim deed for the 
property. 

Held: The debt is held to have 
become worthless prior to 1947. 
There was no evidence that the 
corporation had any equity in 
the property as early as 1941, 
when the charter was forfeited. 
Greenberg, 25 TC No. 66. 

CHARITIES: The incorporators 
of a charitable foundation trans- 
ferred to it stock of a distilling 
corporation entitling the foun- 
dation, as a _ shareholder, to 
purchase stated quantities of 
whiskey at cost. The whiskey was 
sold on behalf of the foundation 
at a profit. 

Held: This transaction held not 
fatal to qualification as a chari- 
table organization, for the pur- 


chase and sale of liquor was 
limited, temporary and_ inci- 
dental to the ownership of the 


stock. Levin Foundation, 24 TC 
No. 2. 

INSURANCE: Decedent's wife 
took out insurance on his life 
and in 1928 transferred it and 
certain securities to a trust she 
created. Decedent also trans- 
ferred securities to this trust. 

Held: The transfer was not 
made in contemplation of death, 
nor were the decedent’s powers 
over the trust to be power over 
the policy. Consequently he had 
no incidents of ownership in the 
policy. Karagheusian Estate, 23 
TC 806. 

LEGAL FEES: Taxpayer, re- 
mainderman in a trust consist- 
ing of oil and gas properties, in- 
curred legal fees in supporting 
the trustees’ allocation of part 
of his receipts to corpus to pro- 
vide for depletion. 

Held: The fees are deductible 
as incurred for the protection 
of property. Rowe, 24 TC No. 41. 

INCOME: Taxpayer, an attor- 
ney, received in 1950 a fee for 
services rendered between 1930 
and 1950, which he reported 
under Section 107 of the 1939 
Code. In making the computa- 
tions, he treated half the in- 
come as taxable to his wife, and 
computed what her tax would 
have been had it been received 
by her over all the years, even 
the years before they were mar- 
ried. 

Held: There is no statutory 
authority for limiting the wife’s 
share. By filing a joint return 
in 1950, half the fee is considered 
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Editor, New Jersey Law Jour, 
As Perry Como would =. 
“Hot Diggety - Boom Zj 
for your editorial of May ;-. 
titled “Ambulance-Chasers 2% 
ware”’. sho’ 
You have done the Bar az; non 
service with this writing 
is my hope that you ns 
tinue the crusade. . with 
May I respectfully sugges: + she 
your next field of inquiry JB con 
the so-called “real estate pz. ever 
age deals”, whereby the clic 
freedom of choice is comple: figs t 
eliminated. It is not unusy; 
have a client tell us 
would have hired us to 
sent him in his recent pure: 
of a home except for the ‘: 
that he was told he would: We 
to pay some other attorne; the t 
would handle the closin 
The sooner the member roon 
the Bar realize the necessj:; @trusi 
allowing clients to selé 
own counsel the _ sooner % 
public will recognize the 
attributes of such a Bai 


























Very truly yours been 
WILLIAM E. McGLY I 
- —— eae 1 Wa 
Editor, New Jersey Law ro 
I wish to express my Sincergiien 
support of your editorial of 4: 
12, 1956, entitled ‘Tria room 
Combat”. rien 
I represent a client in rAeeow tl 
what similar situation and ‘lend t 
that something should b: he ju 
to remedy this condition te 
I am writing to the Dep:rii 
ment of Law and Public Sai 


in the hopes that it will bm 

about a more complete 

ness of the seriousness i> 

existing situation. th 
Very truly yours t 


MARTIN B. ANTO. Bijr- 











hers and she can then spre 
back over the years in why 
it was earned. McClure, C:4% 7 
12 6/55. 

BACK PAY: Taxpayer 
dent and general mana 
corporation, received $10.0 
1947 for services rendered cam 
ing the years 1931 through 1s 
and $10,000 in 1948 for serv. 
rendered during the years ‘* 
through 1940. er 

Held: This qualified 
pay’ within the meaning “@%..°. 
tion 107(d) of the 1939 Com 
Straus, TCM 1955-36. om 

EXCISE TAX: Taxpayer's ° 
iness consisted of cuttir 
on order and installing 
customers’ automobiles 
ufacturer’s excise tax 
lected by the governme 

Held: Taxpayer was n 
retailer and was notan 
urer of automobile p 





























































accessories. He was no Bene 
to the excise tax. Cotter, DC: P 
6 6/55. fir 


FAMILY JOINT VENTURI 
Taxpayer and two others 9 
some $23,000 worth of 
bomb hoists. Taxpayer, 
sons, and son-in-law 
share in an undivided 
terest. 

Held: Commissioner 
including the sons’ 
law’s shares of the p 
payer’s income. Th 
formal, this arrangemer: 
valid. Zack, 25 TC No. 82 

SALE OF PARTNERSHIP 
partnership engaged in the * 
iness of manufacturins 
tea and coffee sold : 
unrelated corporation. The * 
was whether there was ¢ ~ 
of partnership interests ‘44+ 
as capital gain, or whether “ 
was a sale of the ass 


















LA 








business taxable as ordin2! 
come. 
Held: The facts estas 


tr 


parties intended to 
entire enterprise, not ! 
physical assets, as eviacen 
the fact that the buyer [00 
session of the plant witho™ - 
terruption of activities. D2 
24 TC No. 20. 
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Legality of Televising Judicial Proceedings 


opinion’ written by Justice 
Frankfurter in this case should 
be examined. 

Experience shows that the 
press should be limited to its 
proper scope, but one cannot ex- 
pect broadcasters and telecast- 
ers to restrain themselves during 





Continued from page 1 





—5 information and educating 
public. There is much to be 
in favor of televising 1 
ye proceedings, but our 
ence with television th 
that there is no ji 






egis- 











LAW PRINTERS 
ne ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


r televising legal pr 





a trial, unless a stronger position 
is taken by the courts than that 
set forth in the Stroble case. 
The Municipal Court of Phila- 
delphia, in February, 1956, dur- 
ing the trial of Gertrude Silver 
and Milton and Rosalie Schwartz 
the abortion death of Mr. 
not radio and Silver’s daughter, provided 










Americans far 

h the televised 
‘no Kefauver Senate Cri 
‘*smmittee a few years ago 


are 


hearir 





a great deal 


whether 


or 














yision broadcast Us ices for three cameramen 
used in court proceedings. I 10 took approximately eight 
feel that they should no" hundred photographs during the 

7 Congressional Re 
1 August 10, 1951 he following morning, news- 
We are dealing today n paper readers were able to see 
atened intrusion of tele the results of the photography 
apparatus into our court- One photograph showed Mrs 











with the actual in- Schwartz collapsing in the 
Television cameras have courtroom following sentence 
invaded the American Another showed two of the de- 
pourtrooms to telecast actual fendants weeping into handker- 
roceedings, and U hiefs while sitting in the court- 

such invasion has room 
It has been said that the right 
In December, 1955, one, Harry to use cameras, radio broad- 
1 Washburn, received t 1g ing and television equipment 
] I of being the defend ge trials is an integral part 
ent in the first murder trial yf the freedom of the press. The 
be televised live from a court- newspaper photographer, the 
poom 12 Waco, Texas. Television newsreel cameraman, the radio 
yiewel f this spectacular trial broadcaster, and the telecaster, 
saw the defendant sit wide-eyed in their capacity as members of 


















a ise for a long time after the press, will urge that they 
the jury filed in and reported it have a right to attend and re- 
I hed a verdict, because port trials of persons who are 
n had forgotten ‘used of crimes which are 

verdict in writing. The public proceedings and_ that 

lasted while the y photographic reproductions of 
‘ourtroom to write out the scenes of the trial, if obtain- 

rdict. Washburn sat on ed without disturbance, are as 

the stand waiting for the jury legally permissible as_ verbal 
io return to the courtroom, and descriptions (Asbury Park Press 





ark (20 U.S.L 
October 23, 


of Asbury P 


2154 (NJ 


tne camera’s eve focused upon vs.C 
m t ure his reaction when 





rdict of “guilty” was 951 U.S. vs. Paramount Pic- 
urned tures (334 U.S. 131, 166 (1948). 
The question of whether or It should be noted that the 
mor the accused’s right to a fair Asbury Park Press suit involved 
fial was violated by broadcast- the right of the plaintiff to 


broadcast a tax hearing and not 
dings was discussed in the a judicial proceeding. In the 

People Strobel (36 Paramount Pictures case, free- 
2d 615, 226 P 2nd 330 (1951 dom of speech was not involved. 


mz or photographing the pro- 


VS. 





12 C.C.H., U.S. Sup Ct. However, the court said, “We 
79 (1952) In this case, have no doubt that motion pic- 


stated that tures, like newspapers and radio 
allow the are included in the press, whose 


Court 


he Supreme 














improper to 
news photographs or freedom is guaranteed by the 
ing of scenes in the court- first amendment” 
out the broadcasting Civil and criminal trials in the 
graphing unaccompanied United States are public pro- 
yther deficiency in the ceedings, but it is doubtful 
dings. would not violate whether the general public may 
accused’s right to a fair tend such trials as a matter 
However, the dissenting of ri The Sixth Amendment 





DON'T BE IN THE DARK — GET ALL THE FACTS 
MORRIS WAXMAN and Associates 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


Depositions Before Trial 850 BROAD ST. 
NEWARK, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-1440 





fir-Conditioned Hearing Room Available 








--ANNOUNCEMENT... 


as a Vice 
June 1. 








vin Field Crane announces his resignation President of 


Jersey Realty Title Insurance Co. effective 1956, and after 


of the Camden 





will have no connection with the mana 


age 
Tee of said company. 
any thanks and appre those who have been 
f the Crane Abstracting Co.. and continued their business 
with me while connected with the New Jersey Realty Title 
a Ci 
signed: 
May 7. 1956 EDWIN FIELD CRANE 
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to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States grants to the accused 
a public trial, but the require- 
ment of such a public trial is 
created for the benefit of the 

not for the benefit 


accused and 
of the public who might wish to 








attend the t1 The amend- 
ment was adopted for the pur- 
pose of protecting the accused 


against a miscarriage of justice, 
resulting from the secret trials 
or hearings which have been 
used ents of oppres- 
sion in the past, and which, even 


as instr 


in this enlightened age, are used 
to oppress people in certain 
parts of vorld (Cooley’s 
Constitutions Limitations, 8th 
edition, 1927, P. 647 

Trials hav been public for 
many cent without cam- 
eras, radio evision and 


n to be public 

tographers, radio 

nd telecasters are 
irtrooms 

trial or judi- 

furnish the 

with a for- 


they will c 
even if the 
broadcasters 
barred from 
The purpos 
cial proceealn 
participatins 


um. wherein can peace- 
fully adjust differences 
with each vith their 


government n Vnere 


may be promoted. A 


justice 
trial should 


consist only investigation 
and conside: the mat- 
ters at issu is of the 


Preatest con the parties 


involved in trial that 
there be no listurbances. 
The use of yraphic, radio 


ratus during a 
lisconcerting 
ved, but im- 


or television 
trial, is not 


to the partie 


pairs the dignity of the proceed- 
ings. Such apparatus transforms 
a solemn forum into a means 
of entertainment and impedes 
the serious quest for truth, for 


Which all forums 
established 
The presence 


in the courtro 


are 


h apparatus 
tracts atten- 


tion from the single object of 
promoting justice and diverts 
the attention f the court, 
counsel, witnesses, the jury and 
others participating in the trial. 


These persons ‘onsciously 


or unconsciou attempt to 
adapt themselve such appa- 
ratus and b concerned 
with the impression their ap- 


actions will 
1udience 
tifying in a 
ervousness in 
When, in 
yurtroom au- 
them the 


pearances, : 
make on the abse 
Most person 
courtroom exhibit 1 
more or les 
addition to the 
dience they see before 


voice 


television camera, the micro- 
phone, and the companying 
bright lights, discomfort 
increases. The self-confi- 
dent person capes the 


sensation of nervousness will be 
tempted to dramatize and exag- 
gerate in order to create a favor- 
able impression upon the unseen 
audience of millions 


To the accused, the trial itself 





is an ordeal, d there is no 
necessity for imposing upon him 
the additional hardship of re- 
quiring that he submit to a tele- 
vision broadcast during a period 
of time when he is distressed 
emotionally. he testimony of 


the accused and his witnesses 
would be hampered by what is 


commonly known as _ stage 
fright or microphone fright. 

The freedom of the press 
grants no license to intensify 
the humiliation of the accused 


and there is no privilege to take 
advantage of a person accused of 
a crime by broadcasting photo- 
graphs of his face and body 
against his will. It is unjust to 
demand of the accused that he 
respond and be expected to be 
judged on his response to ques- 
tions when he cannot appear to 
the best of his ability, due to the 
psychological torture being the 








af 
Ul 





subject of a television broadcast 
against his will. 

If the parties or their wit- 
nesses were given the privi- 
lege of refusing to be photo- 


telecast of the 
proceedings, a 
would arise 

there a fair trial, 


graphed during a 
judicial 

question 
whether 


was 
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for such unwillingness might 
reflect unfavorably on such 
parties. 


The televising of judicial pro- 
ceedings involving a scandal or 
sordid crime would not be edu- 
catiOfral as far as the general 
public is concerned and would 
actually be detrimental since the 
publicity of trials of this nature 
may contribute to the desire of 


abnormal criminal minds and 
have an injurious effect upon 


public morals. 

There are numerous other rea- 
sons why the televisine of judi- 
cial proceedings should not be 
permitted. For instance. a pet 
son sitting in the courtroom 
may hear the entire trial, but 
a person watching a telecast 
would see only such portions of 
the trial which the broadcastcr 
might want him to see and not 
only would the television viewer 
fail to secure a fair im 
sion of trial, but the te! 
caster could arrange for inter- 
mittent telecasting of commer- 


- 
res 


the 


cial announcements. A viewer 
seeing and hearing only part 
of the proceedings would not 
receive a fair impression, as 


result of which the courts mieht 


be criticized. Responsible n°ws- 
papers edit reports with re 
Straint. but the roving tele 
vision camera in the courtroom 
cannot be edited 


In Ex parte Sturm, 
(reported in 1 
136; Atl. 312, 315 (1927): 
R. 356), the court, 
cision, said: 
“The challenge in this case 
the court’s right to forpid 
the use of cameras in the court- 
room during the progress of the 
trial, presents an of vital 
importance. If such a right 
should yield to an asserted priv- 
ilege of the the authority 
and dignity of the courts would 
be seriously impaired. It is es- 
sential to the integrity and in- 
dependence of judicial tribunal 


that they should have the power 


a Maryland 
52 Md. 114 
51 A. L 
its de- 


Case 


in 


of 


issue 


press, 


O 


to enforce their own judgment 
as to what conduct is incom- 
patible with the proper and 
orderly course of their procedure 
If their discretion should be 
subordinated to that of a news- 
paper in regard to the use of 


photographic instruments in the 
courtroom, it would be difficult 
to limit the further reduction 
to which the authority of the 
court would be exposed. It would 
be utterly inconsistent with the 
position and prerogatives of 
judiciary, as a coordinate branch 
of government, to require 
submission to judgment 
ungovernmental agency 
question of proper 
the judicial forum 
“The argument for the appel- 
lants concedes that a judge may 
regulate as to the time, manner, 
and number of the taking of 
photographs in the courtroom, 
but it is contended that the 
bounds of his discretion are 


the 


its 
an 
as to a 
conduct in 


of 


(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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R. C. SIMPSON & STAFF, INC. 


Specialists in assisting counsel 
preparation of statistical and other 
data for use in labor arbitration cases. 
1001-2 Wiss Bldg. 671 Broad St. 
Newark 2, N. J. MArket 3-2315 
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Only true Portable machine on market. 
Easy, ine xXpensive to operate, sets up 
on table or desk. 

‘Ca or urite tor a demonstration in 
ur oun otfice 














































































Medical-Legal Matters 
To Be Discussed 





Medical aspects of the law and 
legal aspects of medical practice 
will be discussed by the Ameri- 
can Board of Legal Medicine at 
its annual meeting scheduled for 
June 9 and 10 at the Edgewater 
Beach Hotel, Chicago 

The first day’s sessions will 
be open to physicians, attorneys, 
hospital administrators, insur- 
ance personnel and others in- 
terested in medical-legal mat- 
ters, according to Dr. Alfred 
Koerner of New York City, 
president of the organization. 
Topics to be discussed include 
traumatic neurosis. medical 
cross-examination and mediczal- 
legal aspects public health. 
Closed business sessi¢ and a 
dinner sched the 
second ¢ 

The A 


NLEaIcine 


ol 
ns 
are led tor 
lay 

merican Board of Legal 
national! ore: 


iS a ini- 


zation of doctors of medicine 
who possess law degrees or who 
have had five years of active 
practice in the medical-legal 
field 


ee 
> ee a 


ONLY $198.85 
LEGAL SIZE 
PHOTO - COPIER 










No dark 


Photo exact 


room needed! Now make 
copies of ANYTHING that’s 
printed, written or drawn. Bound books 
letters or legal 


documents 


STERLING CARBON & 
RIBBON CO. 


536 So. 10:h St., Newark 3, N. J 
TAlbot 4-0220 








TITLE 
GUARANTEE 


and Trust Company 
... Offering 


acomplete title insurance 
service throughout the 
States of New York, 
New Jersey, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Maine 
and Vermont 


NEW JERSEY OFFICES: 


Hockensack 
19 BANTA PLACE 
Tel. HUbbard 7-4300 
Nework 
1180 RAYMOND BLVD. 
NL Tel. MArket 4-133) __ 7 














SUPERIOR TRENTON SERVICE 
Superior and U. S. District Court judgment searching 
Receivership search in both courts. 

Corporate Status, including Tax information. 
Abstracts and information in all courts and departments 
SUPERIOR TITLE SEARCH COMPANY 
(W. Coe McKeeby) 


24 Branford Place 


Newark 2, N. 











Tel. MArket 3-4232 
BUSINESS and 


MORTGAGE L Oo A N S 
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all over the United States, but 
time will tell whether the action 





Legality of Televising Judicial Proceedings - Bankruptcies | 





(Continued from page 5) 


passed when he substitutes pro- 
hibition for regulation. The 
basic theory of the contention 
is that representatives of the 
press have a right to attend 


and report trials of persons 
accused of crimes, which are 
public proceedings and_ that 


photographic portrayals of the 
trial scene, if obtained without 
disturbance, are as legally per- 
missible as verbal descriptions. 
This theory assumes the right 
of a person desiring to procure 
and publish pictures to enforce 
his own view, in opposition to 
those of the court, as to whether 
the use of cameras in the court- 







eas By, : 
NOW MAKE COPIES 
OF ANYTHING 
—ANYWHERE 


room, to photograph the parti- 
cipants in the trial, during its 
progress, is consonant with the 
proper and customary standard 
of decorum and with .the con- 
cern and responsibility which 
the court should feel for the 
protection of the normal sensi- 
bilities of the persons to be 
affected by such a form of pub- 
licity. The constitutional right 
of the accused to a public trial 
is a privilege intended for his 
benefit. It does not entitle the 
public to take advantage of in- 
voluntary exposure at the bar 
of justice to employ  photo- 
graphic means of picturing his 
plight in the toils of the law. 
The privilege of the public to 
attend trials in court is not 
unrestricted.” 

However, in the case of Irwin 
vs. Ashurst, reported in 158 Ore. 
61, 74 P. 2d, 1127, 1130 (1938), 
the Supreme Court of the State 


of Oregon said, “Undoubtedly 
there is a diversity of opinion 
as to the propriety of installing 


a microphone in the courtroom 
for the purpose of broadcasting 


judicial proceedings, especially 





was properly taken. Upon each 
judge in Colorado, now falls the 
burden of deciding whether pro- 
ceedings in his courtroom may 
be photographed or telecast, and 
doubtless the judge refusing per- 
mission for photographing and 
telecasting of proceedings in his 
courtroom may expect comment 
upon his action by the press. 
One wonders, also, if it will not 
be possible for a defendant, 
without the knowledge of the 
court, to receive financial sup- 
port from a newspaper or tele- 
vision station for permitting his 
trial to be photographed or tele- 
cast. 

The television industry is like 
any other business. It must make 
a profit to exist. If we permit 
the television camera to invade 
our courtrooms, someday the 
public may be privileged to view 
the television broadcast of a 
murder trial interrupted period- 
ically by commercials extolling 
t virtues of various breakfast 
foods and deodorants 

Established standards of dig- 
i and decorum cannot be 
maintained when the individual 
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in cases involving the sordid de-| judge is given the authority to 
tails of crime. This court is not determine what may or may not degra 7 ee is 
prepared to say that it is un- be photographed or telecast. The prosecuting or in writing 
lawful per se to install a micro- Orderly conduct of a trial can ‘ : ae Eee | UBER’ 
phone in a courtroom to report be assured only through the 
judicial proceedings” ; trict enforcement of Canon 35. Reg Sone 
ee The creat difterence between The last word on the subject f 14, 21, 28 
Hasy to carry as vour briefcase, new, the Irwin and Sturm decisions | 2PPCats ee the nat fay 25 
improved Contoura*-Constat* gives you demonstrates the need for re- Judicial Council of one Ninth F iy fan AD = 
unimpeachable copies of anything, in- strictions in the form of rules United States Judicial Circuit in LEY po ks ‘ : ( 
‘ uding book pages, under any lighting of eourt or statutes which would San Francisco. In February, 1956, ; ° 
mditions. Does aw uy with costly, tedi forbid radio and television ap- resolution was adopted = — ae 
ous transcriptions. Easy, inexpensive to. otus in our courtrooms. Un-| S'fonsly approving” both Canon . : Bas 
operate. Guaranteed. less the courts are armed with|32 and Rule 53 of the Federal sainst t \ se [ANCERY | DIVISION 
whe palo on ch yekhdatory ventidetlens Rules of Criminal Procedure, bate itn ecm G 
STERLING CARBON & hey will fall prey to the fear barring all photographs in fed- ‘ ay CTRRaER t SF 
f judicial infrinzement of ,| eral criminal trials. The resolu- ~ > 
RIBBON CO. freedom of the press. for how-| “0” said photographs were not \ 
536 So. 10th St., Newark 3, N. J. ever strongly the individual sential to the public trial ae ; = re < % 
TAlbot 4-0220 jurist may feel about the dis- te mplated by the Constitution of Dated: May 22. 1936} (P ts : ow 
turbine presence of the micro- the United ‘States and added: ae CHARLES M re, Se z 1 premises eof 
phone and the television camera, The fact 2 that the Jurors, Wit- | poLey, JR, s i : sabes ya ibeernevs wilt 
FEDER he will proceed most cautiously MeSS€S ana VUOTREYS know that g rf seid, | street 1 po ne 
AL COURT before attempting to act as a/ @! any moment ney persed yar ; oe, Agen eee cea a ioe, : 
censor and interfere with what photographed is likely to distract saaiouamey cigs ead betes 7‘ 
REPORTERS is said to be the freedom of the|'2®™ ‘rom Concentrating on Sik neuthe from. this date, or they | street: thence (2 : 
press. (See Cornell Law Quar- ‘ell eS ewes ee : 4 ; sere 
terly 1952, p. 701) be consciously or subconsciously “ ee 
The Supreme Court of the POSS for haw ney see Wee ie tondeau 0 ; mg the § 
State of Colorado, in February,|"™ “Me next morning's news~ | x = : 
1956, lifted the ban against PaPers : AR Sig Marc Being Barn 
photographing and broadcasting CONCLUSION Dated: May 21. 1956 fing ae eee ‘ 
trials. In Colorado, it is now It is recommended that the “war | pid china pe b 
up to each judge to decide whe-_, following resolution be adopted: it PAT ny Con neona Tea ‘aah g 
‘© . ther or not the sessions of his “RESOLVED, That the Inter- t DI 
Official and Certified court should be photographed; American Bar Association con- ie is h vik ) eee 
Reporters or _ broadcast by television or demns the practice of televising eee As ee afore ang | County: at rae ae 
radio, provided, however. that no|or broadcasting judicial pro- 4 s against t stat said sed. | ¢ Saher = # 
WALTER W. HEIRONIMUS witness or juror may be photo-| ceedings and recommends the) Sit") =! sg ete Sa eS eee re ea <, restr 
FRANCIS H. BREMER graphed or his testimony broad- | adoption of rules of court or ag Mi Brno cn ee Be tnared 
EARL A. BARROWS cast without his permission. The | legislation to the following ef-) smith. Stingeriand, Frauth & Holtz, ont tO be a viehenhe a 
ASHLEY B. CARRICK action of the Colorado Supreme fect: ae Shas - as sleger 
Court was hailed by newspapers ‘All trials shall be conducted | Nowa aS ee 539.33). towetd 
P.O. Box 397 a in an orderly manner according gl DN Ste Stele ad a ,| Retna eee ~ 
to law. No photographs shall Dated: May 28, 1956) R fw. 2 <0 
Newark 1, N. J. FIRST Pgs Te eieiial be taken or sketches made, mor | "8TATE OF HELEN MANLET. deceased | %*-— “May 5), tue 1 
Mitchell 2-6549 AT A DISCOUNT shall radio or television broad- FOLEY. JK. Surresate of the | uanty of Dated: M 
sastine or transmitting be per=|o,. wadersicned. axecntor of sain deconsed! | EOF CHARLES HERI 
Dapositions for use in nil Stalesand SEMEL & CO. mitted of any proceedings in any |" giant a Mion a % . a 
Federal Courts 60 Park Place, Newark courtroom, whether such pro-) ander wath ot affirmation, — IR - ; 
Mitchell 2-5126 ceedings are ‘civil ior “criminal (ete are fo che nk f ‘ 
in nature, or in the case of forever barred from prosecuting or | Usa" “Gecuased 
: ————— criminal proceedings, while the Tin LOW Aue aatimen Camtetoriee | Uaaet oath or 
Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable defendant in such proceedings is, *™it!. Slingerland, Trauth & Holtz, % kai) eons . 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States present in the courtroom. ”. wt ” Str he Bis, 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
5 ee pas ——___——- 
Dated: May 9, 1956) ABANDONMENT NOTICE | SUPERIOR co OF NEW JERSEY, . STATE OF NEW JERSEY SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JE 
BS! WILLIAM H. RAAB, deceased In the Orphans Court of Allegheny County | CHAN tY SION ESSEX COUNTY. DEPARTMENT OF STATE CHANCERY DIVISION - ESSEX COU NTY 
| to the order of ADRIAN M. nnsylvania No. 272 of In bi LAURA | DOCKE 55 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION DOCKET NO. C 1846 55 
p Surrogate of the Co y of | M AR IE DAPOLITO a ‘minor August | NOTI 4 : DEFENDANTS | To all to whom these presents may come, Civil Action 
i day made, on the applica of | Day ) Father of LAURA M ARIE DAPO- | (1..8.) NEW JERSEY to MAJOR Greeting: NOTICE DEFENDANT 
4 ed, Executrix of sai > on the 29 Day of June 1955. L. so known as MAJOR| WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | HAROLD D. : EIN and EMANUEL 
. is y given to the cred Allengheny County, Pa. and LE} ANNA BELL HAR-| by duly“wnthenticated record of the proceed S. LOWINGER, Plainti r ANNI 
@i deceased, tO. exhibit so the su machin par Take Notice VEI ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof WOLF, EDWARD WALTEI 
Bier or affirmation, their clai ion has 2n presented in the YOU tE BY SI JMMONE D AND) by the unanimous consent of all the stock F. WALTERS and JOSE rH 
$2: d I the estate of said de a nt imber and! R EQ IR : 0) pon yy, Fenster & | holders, deposited in my office that their heirs, devisees, and personal repre- 
€:! . hs from this date re at the aforesaid | McCloskey, pla 1eys, whose ad- H. E. BECK COMPANY sentatives and his, their, or any of their 
barred from prosec g or L AC R A M. ARIE DA-/ dress is #868 Newark, New | 4 corporation of this State, whose principal successors in right, title and interest, 
Same against the subseriber 2 iplaint filed in| vffice is situategyat No. 24 Branford Place, CAROLYN R. WILLIAMS and GEORGE 
4 RIETTA A. RAAB arteret Savings amd in the City of Newark, County of Essex, BRADLEY, JR. and ELIZABETH BRAD- 
max N. St aw ARTZ, Attorney rrporation of New| State of New Jersey (Isadore H. Colton, LEY and unknown claimant, his heirs, de- 
ra road Street Major L. Harvell | veing the agent therein and in charge thereof, visees, and personal representatives and 
¥en N. J. : ce Harvell), et als. pon whom process *may be served), bas his, their, or any of their successers in 
L y 17, 24, 31, June 7, 14 : z the Superior | complied with the requirements of Title 14 right, title and interest. Defendants 
_——_—— and show y-tive (35) | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes (pire STATE OF NEW JERSEY To 
Dated: May 11, 1956 prayer shoul exclusive of | vf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing || x 
VILLIAM J. B RISTOL * ia W Dorne i io so, judgment ef this Certificate of Dissolution. ANNIE WOL * ow ARD WALTERS, 
gral g yurgh 1 wood t ed against you for NOW, THEREFORE, |, the Secretary of GEORGE F. ‘TERS and JOSEPH 
in andar ADRIAN J May 24, 31 7 $12.48 1 y State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby WALTERS, vi. ir heirs, devisees, and 
4 Sisreeatae gag ay shall file yo i " Certify that the said real gure did, on the personal representatives and his, their, or 
FP Z Saat es ae STATE OF NEW JERSEY n duplicat ' lwenty- rst day of May, 1956, file in my any of their suecessors in right, title and 
iE 3 aerntrix ye : DEPARTMENT OF STATE Sta : ice a duly executed and attested consent i CAROLYN R. WILLIAMS AND 
a “oh rae oe ni i ge CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTION s n a t in writing to the dissolution of said cor G BRADLEY, JR. and ELIZA- 
pe is oa TREBLE subseriber | fo all to whom these presents may come, ‘ 1 poration, ———— aoe es egg en BETH BRADLEY and unknown claimant, 
2 affirmation, ir atoan. aa rreeting 1 i s or t prrh te which said consent and 4 we recore his heirs, devisees, and personal represent 
u os thet Gatwie. of seid S ‘ 7 to my satisfaction MUrpose P f the proceedings aforesaid are how on file atives and his. their or any of their 
é gaimse © 4 ’ ind of the proceed. | ’ n my said office as provided by law successors in t, title and interest 
4 a aivectatiaeh tiatone x iN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | wilt Ake ame . SOSIOSED 
. ‘ail tid. stack waors have hereto set my hand and af , “agar aah tba ee -> a ‘ _ 
3 g Pos: ‘ " I fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | ‘!¥i! Action in the Superior Court of New 
RISTOL that ti ! this Twenty-Grat dav of May. A.D Jersey, instituted by Harold D Feuerstein 
Attorney ea Satins : 7 ae (Seal) me thousand nine bundred ang “#4 Emanuel S. Lowinger, plaintiff and 
S t 4 poidaghcle s re. ited titty six eq ~er re serve upon eh Pausvate in 
a \ ‘ a euneae He *ark "lace rk ay 4 se to 
2 NS ne 7 ar EDWARD J. PATTEN eis shagoridgphabaden arb 55 attor- 
{ ot, o1, June 4 * Ss y M > ae Secretary of State Saas ic Bo ae <R 
-—— aa ai sits ae Oe saat 1. May 24, 31, June 7 $21.60) 5 
Dated: Ma aD ae = besp dlag 
WARD J KERR s Bore. Oley an a la eel eae ty 
, RI 2RR ‘ x the afore STATE OF NEW JERSEY rf 
d Ps Anna Be DEPARTMENT OF STATE t 
, Zs AD " i ye CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ve t 
s zate i ‘ ) » all to whom these presents may come, § \ slice ‘ » 
ade n the ap] t (rreeting vic , with the Clerk of the 
s Yee ov Said 4 s ! WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction Snipe ) State House A x. Trento 
7 s i authenticated recor { the proceed New with the ne al 
€ s v u Xe ed I Veluntary disselution thereof vil 
* a wy 1 y is consent of all the stock P an here after 
g sa wag rolde ssited in my office that es spute : 3 
i 8 22 AN HAME & BIT CO * own th i 
4 m s g I i this State hos r 
i al ‘ OR ¢ 1 2 1 N y ¢ aT) r nm ete 
ARD SAVING NS 7 of City N ark, County of et Edward Wa 
SURG, <Attor Bia Sta New Jersey William I ree ph Walters o 
evard ayent therein and ir t s vis s il represe ves 
¥, 81, 3 7 STAT SCHLAIN, erest, Ca rR. W 8 
5 ( BB | J i } 
a : 7 s RIAN M nacht . ae 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY WARD PATTEN ; a visers . epresentatives a 
‘ARTMENT OF STATE Secreta f State plicath s, tl ul successor r 
ATE OF DISSOLUTION y 24 ] 7 $21.61 - ! 1 terest own the land or pa 
chom these presenta may me s 0 nd hereinatt described or hold an 
n STATE OF NEW JERSEY ny ‘ la or encumbe t 
ARTMENT OF ei bag te 2 ) 1 la becaus . 
i ‘ OF DISSOLUTION Sas “ Lv n 
f ese presenta prin come t 4 
«ck - Lhe t Ss 
Wl ears to my satisfac “ u : 8 t ( f 
* ete ac ig SS Na SCHLAIN . 
pa gs : : SENS . 
et sad “ c t 
y J 0. 17 09 
Py a te rin pa 2 Seal) Aen sun nine indred . EO} W JERS 
vy “ Av : EDWARD J. PATTEN DE PARTMENT OF STA 
oe ' : . Esse fay 17. 1956 Reesatina (abo ntata ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ations es \ S y “ : > 7 (OY - : 7 whom these presents may m 
: m g : Sad se rn) RYT! ‘ May 24 June 7 $21.60 reat ents ma fi 
ot) r - : may be 2d), has . " os WW VE RE AS lt appears to my satisfactic 
., THEREFORE retary of mp urements of Title 14 Burs hs reas a Dated: May 3, 1956 | by thenticated record of the proceed 
be of the State of New Je Do Hereby; , : . of Revised Statutes doian gin Sustends Ag : STATE OF MADALENE J. STEVENS, d ws for tiie juntary dissolution thereof 
riify that the said pe sector yn did n the f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing » x age ast , ie t 
: ) May, 1956, ft f » of Dissolution . resale x Pursuant , rder ADRIAN M ders 
a executed and attested c N “REFORE, 1, the Secretary of : “ OLEY JR S nate of the County 
ting ¢ he dissolution of sa s f e State of Do Hereby m4 es S , r on the application ps ip 
by all the stockb r at the said ¢ yn the i of . 
onsent and the re la f Ma yO! ‘ n my spt : 
rx ngs aforesaid are now on file ecuted and attested I stant ‘ 
. “e as provided by law writing to the of said t . 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF I ration, executed t stockholde i. 
hereto set my hand — reof said consent the record ee sauaiial 
my officia _Seal at s wee d » now on file ay ee H » Je 
ghth lay oO May sa rr 1 , w : ar” he tbseriber hi ph 8 
sand nine hundre IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF 1) Re I I'STEIN Sow rl IER FORI the Secretary of 
s have hereto ant my hand and af- hay of Attorne State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
WARD J. PATTEN fixed my offi: sea at Trenton Certify it ration Ds d, on the 
Secretary of State. this Fift May, A.D I Thirtieth i 195 le in 
7, 24 31 ~ . I ATI ry my office a duly execute a and atedioa cousent 
. ty-s ra vr © the dissolution of said cor 
EDWARD J PATTEN LEY R s _ | poration, exec ited by all the stockholders 
S OF NEW JERSEY Secretaru of State this 06 | theres lich said consent and the record 
T OF STATE { 24 1 June 7 $21.60 de- | of wy e dings a i = now OL e 
caanr = as in mv sua of I vidk yy lav 
a He iN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
m these presents may me S s have here set my hand and af 
n ; fixed my offic al sea Trenton 
Ss. It appears to my satisfa rT 1 s rw this Thirtieth ay 0 
ated record of the pr d i hime these 5 Sen 4.1). one thousand nine h 
grt IA ipod r ¢ ¢ s said exhibit pepe Rl Ss aa 
al Sonecae 3 i RAS appears to my satisfaction, eg s suD- t ya affirmation thei 4 Dw AR Db 4 PATTEN 
4 STOS e LES COMPANY ther ated re if the proceed- IRN OMP } is against the estate « , Ma yh, a of State ene 28 
Zh Stat er aie r © z the voluntary ition thereof ahh. RRY six months from this te yee 
_ : aay w Dose ssh ipe anit } nsent of ] ie stock i ie forever barred from prose« 
eaueats s tee =: ns be L ecover same against the subs r 
“ek rRCGdinena do 1 382 nefield ELEANOR LITTM AN 
agent therein and in charge thereof Hi 7 ibaa I 1 24 2 Bist aks satrOEney 
r SS may be served) has I. 
requirements of Title 14. | x ven y (E 17, 24, 31, June 7 
tevised Statutes | peing erein and in charge thereof. STAT oO} AC ~ e 
t issuing 1 Ww y be served), has 3 fo 4 } 
on. plied ements of Title 14,0 porpy | pie : Dated: Apri : 
Secretary of t f Revised Statutes| concy this ESTATE OF JOHN J. STURM, deceased 
if rsey Do Hereby | of nary to the issuing Moss Pursu » the order of ADRIAN M 
said corpor rati on did b ’ Me olution on FOLEY Surrogate of the County of 
May 1956 file i Ow ‘he Sec retary of : ns if Essex day made, on the application of 
ted and attested < a Jersey, Do Hereby ” a q| the, und ned, Executors said deceased 
‘ the gp ‘ee of he atior lid, a the - . a i 20 ge n E erediters of 
ed by Il the stockb vhte 1956 ile in : : said de subscribers 
¥ id consent and the flice a nttaated consent : 4 in ler EC claims and 
j aforesaid are now on fi g on of said cor-| ,,, = e - = * demands against the estate of said deceased 
ff as provided by law ees 4 at } stockholders = - y within six months from this date, or thes y 
ESTIMONY WHEREOF I at wt i the record! \ " be forever barr 1 from prosecuting ———— 
reto set hand apd af ote - y now on file ji, recovering the same inst the subscribers TAKE I at 
ny official Dn itediibe: law CHARLES _E RICE y te 
this Eighth day of : . I WHEREOF, 1 7 RICHARD } Bea a ltt House, Ne 
isand nine hundred and / heanet ms hand end ef- + mae nn Al *LASSNER, Attorns $: PM roa 
t | s¢ rento sa aa ) - ace all wb t es Ar A 
J. PATTEN, : | dagiot Sas. A.D. slaned bea aE 2, N. ; Geleski, Helen Gelesk 
of State. S. < ere A ourt, May 3. 10. 17, 24 31 Cele and Fra s Gelesk 
T, 24,30 $21.6 i silalens| eee WACLAW GORDZIELEWSKI, individua 
| - He t assume + } ¢ > rary 
a name of Dor Dated: April 24, 1956 | Aiipny gprihites ete a ari x 
" rep 4 . 7ORD ar nfant I I \ 
STAT 1F NEW JERSEY ait ate EI EST st OF if: K — R HOOD, - — < GORDZI HENRY G ;ORDZI EW 
RTMENT OF STATE Martin Gelbe suant ; the er of ADRIA? - | SI wR nas oak wie F 
.TE . canal Attorr Pla FOI LEY JR irroyate of » County o 
ATE OF DISSOLUTION Tes cn Weems this made er nfa 1d 
‘ m these presents may come STAT Xz i Cece Rave Exec 
: urs FS 24 7 $7.56 y give re &, ' 
ees ice to exhi subscribers | , ha 
& 19% ffirmat zims and J eh Se axe a “ e . 
ST ! ANY. d 1 3 ug ¢ ” leceased : . = ie « 
S Ww or they 
) ICS CO.. INC ant RIAN M Spins ° I NO I ersigned 
w vse principa g t sta f i ay Se ‘ Le a H ‘ ~ 7 4 A 
ec ned 7 2-00 j t 6 
SHEERS fr ; ting ¢ resigned ; leceased. i "ae A 
es t the subscriber. _ : Seceiiins THE NATIONAL STATE BANI en D 
z HOWARD s NGS INSTITUTION _Geceased. to. serine? NENARK Armando Diaz ‘ y ; 
ONNOLL) torn p m + Se)! HOWE VES. Attesnees : y 
St : reased. | og yg He a Setar ; 
- . ¢ = Mee aut Cree N. J Carr I , 
7. 2 Inne 7 : $ while Metal pe \ 7. 34. 3 { 24 195 
1 4] ANY . TIN ¢ -BER 
: > A 5 As : April 2 1 + ¢ S 
r Street s THEL H. STURM, decease ce =p 
iN M eee I the DRIAN 3} , - - 
s of MN .. Surr f the Connt m2 $ $ 
- f — sex, this t 1 n the app atic 
< 1 I NOT IE i I ndersigned, Exe of ( ‘ \ N ‘ g 
of t Es r ¢ give ‘ + 
° r Newark, N 2 sa sé ext e - ich 
@ 195 9 j ! it affirm me 2 M izment 
: b Sears inds the « " Richard 
ts , s = > . a ‘ S nt ever barr AWREN( RICHARD } N 
g day ) May 4! s st ft r r v4 g the same asains SEMARY ¢ Ww SI} 
sand nine t ir rc) Vv Ss S TION M RICHARD M x 
N Ss &k MALONEY tornes er RICHARI) M. GLASSNER SORTANO . € 
) 2. PATIEN, ( t Street 7S et 60 Park Place 73 1 1 Ave 
State. ; 1 . var J N wrk 2 N. 2 ‘. N s 
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Invalidity of Memorialization Rescission 
Resolutions 





By Frank E. Packard* 
Beginning in 1939 and con- 
tinuing up to the present time 
the legislatures of thirty-one 


states have adopted resolutions | 
memorializing the Congress to| 


pass an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States 


by the proper officials in Wash- 


ington, having been transmitted | 


by the appropriate state offi- 
cials, the memorialization reso- 
lutions became an _ exclusively 
federal matter completely beyond | 
!the pale of the states to effect 
any recall action.’ 

























limiting income tax rates 
twenty-five per cent 
time. Among the 


lutions 
their original 


purportedly 
resolutions. 


to 
in peace 
thirty-one 
states which adopted such me- 


Rhode Island, and Wisconsin— | 
which subsequently passed reso- | 
rescinding | 
The | 
original resolutions could not be 
rescinded because once copies of | 
those resolutions were received | 


A perfect analogy exists in 
the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States that 
West Virginia could not with- 


morialization resolutions are!draw from the Ohio River Val- 
seven states-—— Alabama, Arkan-/|ley Water Sanitation Compact. 
sas, Illinois, Iowa, Kentucky,| The Constitution provides that: 


“No State shall, without the Con- 
sent of Congress .. . enter into} 
any Agreement or Compact with 
another State.’’ Thus, once a 
compact entered into between 
two or more states is approved 
by the Congress the compact be- 


| 










INVESTIGATIONS 
PRE TRIAL PREPARATION 


C. F. BRAY 


1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2, New Jersey 
Mitchell 2-4642 


comes a federal and multi-state 
teed entirely removed from the 
|contingency of unilateral action 
on the part of one state. The 
|compact becomes a federal mat- 
| ter as well as a multi-state mat- 
|ter because of its interstate 
| character because it required and 
| received the assent of the Con- 











| gress. 














NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Servicea arailahle to attorneys only 


| In 1939, the same year that | 
| the income tax rate limitation | 
| movement began, the legislature 


| of West Virginia ratified that 
|state’s adherence to the com- 
pact.” Eight states entered into 


| the compact—New York, Ken-| 











| tucky, Indiana, Ohio, Illinois, | 













ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 

































OFFICE FURNITURE 


Repaired @ Refinished @ Reconditioned 


Manufacturer of 


Fine Leather 
Office Furniture 


Prompt Efficient Service 


LEATHER FURNITURE 
CLEANED and REVITALIZED 
ON PREMISES 


JERSEY CHAIR CO., INC. 


5 Oliver St Newark 5, N. J. 
MArket 2-8292 





| West Virginia, Pennsylvania and | 
Virginia. The following year the| 
compact received the necessary | 
approval of the Congress.‘ In 
1950 the Supreme Court of Ap- 
peals of West Virginia in the 
case of State ex rel. Dyer v. 
Sims, Auditor held that the rati- 
fication of the compact by its 
legislature was unconstitutional 
and that, as a result thereof, 
West Virginia was not a member 
of the compact. The following 
vear in the case of State of West 
Virginia, ex rel Dyer, et al. v. 
Sims, Auditor the Supreme Court 
of the United States, speaking 
through Mr. Justice Frankfurter 
as the organ of the Court, held 
that: “A compact more than 
a supple device for dealing with 
interests confined within a re- 


1S 













WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


MERICA 






TRACERS CO, OF AN 


DISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 





gion. That it is also a means of 
safeguarding the national in- 
terest is well illustrated in the 
Compact now under review. Not 
only was congressional consent 
required, as for all compacts 
direct participation by the Fe d- 
eral Government was provided 


in the President’s appoi ntm ent 
of three members of the Compact 
Commission we are free to 














cre available 





















DISTRICT COURT FORMS 


Satisfaction of 

nent 
d 
on 
nr 


J 
Atta 
St im 4s 

Snecia! -S 


40 .0- 
4(50- 
41050 


Mrfer for 
Comp.ain’ 
ns and Complaint 


Vage Execution 


- 








4049—Notice of Application for Wage Execu- 
tion—with affidavit of service 

40706—Summons and Complaint in Tenancy 

3080-—A Hidav t of Proof—Non Military 


Service Aff 









502 H'GH STREET, NEWARK 2, N J 





e o a 
All-State’s Line of Practice Forms 
We are privileged to cooperate with the New Jersey Bar. 
EXCLUSIVELY TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION and 


cre NOT sold through stationers or any other retail outlet. THIS IS FOR 
YOUR PROTECTION 
COMPENSATION COURT FORMS 
20c-—Fimployee’s Claim Petition for Compen- 20—Subpoena—ad Testificandum—Al!l Law 
sation Courts 
3c—Respondent's Answer to Employee's 21—Subpoena—Duces Tecum—Al!l Law Courts 
Claim Petition 25—Appearance 
430 CS—Consent Judgment (2 Pages to set— 26—Stipulation of Dismissal 
Padded 50 30—Summons—County Courts 
420 FS—Formal Settlement (2 Pages to set 31—-Summons—Superior Court 
_.. . —Padded 50) INTERROGATORIES 
3 —Litigated Case ‘Before Deputy 420 © D.—Interrogatories—Property Damage 
Director) —Padded 50 420 P.J.—Interrogatories—Personal Injury 


Samples and Catalog Sent on Request — 


ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 


ALL-STATE forms 


4+ Pages to set—Padded 50) 


MISCELLANEOUS FORMS 
-Notes Promissory—book form 
€-—Notes Series—hbook form 
R°—Telephone Message Pad 
RE 1001—Comoprehensive Real Estate Listing 
Form 
1510—Statement of Closing Title 


examine determinations of law| 
by State courts in the limited | 


field where a compact brings in 
issue the rights of other States 
and the United States its 
(West Virginia) legislature may 
not be free, at any time, to 
withdraw the power delegated.” 


| Mr. Justice Jackson, concurring, 


declared that: “She (West Vir- 
|ginia) now attempts to read her- 
self out of this interstate Com- 
pact . She may not re- 
lease herself from an interstate 
obligation. The legal conse- 
quences which flow from the 
formal participation in a com- 
pact consented to by Congress is 
a federal question for this 














Court ... West Virginia should | 
be estopped from repudiating 
ner act ... she is bound by the} 
Compact.” 
. 
Essex Pretrials 
Monday, June 4, 1956 
F. PD. Masueci 
10:00 A.M 30768 TTS, 3079S 
SOS6S, SOSTC, 3OS9C 
11:00 A.M 3091S, 3092C, O9TE, 
09S, 31098 
12:00) Noon BLL . $1218, 3127S 
18, 4C, 3135C 
2:00 P.M 31455, 31476 31454 
1538 3167C 65385 
3:00 P.M 74 31886 31948 
2114 54c 
I. (oolahan 
10 00 A.M. to 3:00 PLM 7 
J. Weintraub 
10 oo AM oo PLM P.T 
lie 
10:00 A.M. to 3:00 P.M Trials 
K. Mintz 
10:00) ALM 3:00) PLM Trials 
t, Fol y 
10-00 . M. to 3:00 P.M Probate 
TUESDAY, JUNE 5, 1956 
J. Coolahan 
o-oo AM 
11:00 ALM 
12:00 Noon 
2:00 PLM : 
5:00 PLM 2501€, 
served 
1. Weintraub 
1O-00 ALM 
: 27548 
1 > 7H; 2845 
2:00 PM S468, 28470, 28456 
, POM S50OS 2851S 
Colle 
o-oo A.M on POM I 4 
NX. K. Mintz 
loo AM oo PM Trials 
I 
eine AM t ;O PM I’r 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 6, 1956 
mu A.M 2n54 
' A.M VHS 
0) Noor 
240: P.M 28718 
P.M 
W 
10:00 A.M. 28748, 28768, 28786 
Oo AM PSSTS, BSSBS, BRS4S 














\ 29898, 29908. 29938 
oo ALY 2058 WS, LNT 
2-00 N SS, BONIS { 
2-40) PLY s 7s O41S 
”) PORTS s 
M 
on AM is 2s 19S 
AM 2°28 was 2 
2 N = aS 
9 Pr. ( 034 ‘ 
“ mS 
10-4 \ —M 5 
kK. M 
TODO A t oPw— 
RIDAY, JUNE 8 ’ 
4.\ 4 
OO N s s 
= PM 21PW 
\ ‘ il 
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> 5 oggs 
» Noor WTS ruts. 
°-00 PM r| os4s 
:-00 PM LOT 40 rat 
1) AM osos 
On No OS2sS OSS 
00 PM O71S8 NHS 
oO PM SNK nag 
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3520—Attending Physician's Report 

3540—Series Notes. 4 on page (with endorse- 
ment clause) 

7410—Annual Report by a Domestic Corp. 

3620—Power of Attorney 


Phone MArket 4-5577 








Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N.Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 








(and golf at the Medford Lakes 


; early by sending the reservation 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


FOR RENT | 





WANTED IN 
in Newark. Kindly 


_L AWYER 


space 


| EXPERIENCED 
EG ff 














ar ) Bo x "890. 

LEGAL SECRETARY TO WORK IN 
Roselle. Competent. Experienced. Box 885. 
EMPLOYMENT WANTED 
MORRIS COUNTY ATTORNEY WITH 
trial, general practice and title experience 


desires part time position or case-fee associa- 
tion, office space in Morris County. Box 882. 





ATTORNEY, MATURE, THOROUGHLY 


























familiar with title closing & full real estate 
experience, desires to affiliate with large 
company or law firm. Box 884. 
YOUNG “ATTORNEY SEEKS POSITION 
Excelle education, aibtit and exper- 
ience. Be x 840 
ESSEX COUNTY ATTORNEY DESIRES 
part time position n per diem or case 
hasis: office or trigl Box SSY 
| FOR RENT 
ae, CONDITIONED PRIVATE OFFICE IN 
| Lawyers Suite and to assist in general 
practice in Passa County. Box 888 
| 
| 


Camden Bar Outing 
June 8th 


The Camden County Bar As-| 
sociatipn annual picnic will be} 
held on Friday, June 8, 1956, at | 
|the Medford Lakes Lodge. 


| 





Festivities will start with the | 
| arrival of the early birds at 1:00} 


| served starting at 2:30 P. M 


FR 
a 


EE OFFICE 
ite of th in exchange 
service—average 15 
in 1060 Broad St 
e are many law offices 


Tee 









FOR SALE 





USED 
{ 


LAW 
M 


BOOKS BOUGHT 
MITC ange “—— BO 
8 St., Phi 45, 











id in 


boun 








SERVICES FOR LAW YER; 





TRANSLATIONS — LEGAL — TE 





Comm'l. Foreign Language Bureg; 
Larch Ave., Teaneck, N.J., TE 
RESEARCH LAWYER WILL 





RENT—TWO Ri 


NOW READY FOR Din 
: : 


PRE 
briefs and opinions in own office. By; 


# 
a 





« 
00x 













Le 





CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREA\; 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manoge 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N 


PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 















LICENSED 


1143 E. Jersey St. 
Elizabeth, WN. J. 


ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


Charles H 


Supervisor 







Hanus Detective Age 


Divorce Investigations a Specie 








|P. M. and refreshments will = 
| 


Arrangements have been made |} 








|for swimming, boccie, badmin- | 
'ton, quoits and croquet immed- | 
jiately adjacent to the Lodge; | 
| softball within walking distance 


|Country Club. 
| Those interested in playing | 


—We 


SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THI 


Cooperate With Atto 


POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 
























golf at the Medford Lakes} 





| Country Club may pay the $2.00 | 


;greens fee at the golf course 
' clubhouse. 
| Cocktails will be served at 


6:00 P. M. and dinner will be 
served promptly at 7:00 P. M. 
As in the past, door prizes and 


Fire Adjusting 





SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 


IRVING M. MINION E.- 


Associated Adjusters 








24 Commerce St., Newark 


Mitchell 2-1771-2 








golf prizes will be awarded im- 











mediately following the dinner. 
Reservations should be made 


ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITE 


W. D. ETTINGER & (! 





Rk... 


























APPRAISER 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY 


ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX 


FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COL# 


— ESTATES LIQUIDATED 
M. R. LANES 
200 OLIVER ST.., 


MArket 3-1119 





NEWARK 5. hs 


|form together with check for FIRE ADJUSTERS 
$6.00 to George Farrell, III, 330 FOR THE ASSURED 
Market Street, Camden. 9 CLINTON ST.. NEWA 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 
LEGAL NOTICE 
DEPAR water or nee BArclay 7-2574 PLainfield $i 
ERTIFICATE O1 DISSOLUTION 
To to whom presenta may come, SAMUEL K. PEARSO 
Greeting: ; atictaction, | CONSULTING METEOROLOGIS 
au ‘ An i Te ord at ac boar, Expert Wit 40 Yrs. N.Y. & 3 
igs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 1217 South End Parkway 
: 1s nt of al a stock- Plainfield, N. J. 
s f ACTUBING € 39 Cortland St., Room 1010, N¥J 
“a 
< \ : ren OVER 40 YEARS EXI 





















hand 








fifty-six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
f State 








COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATI 
BRUMBERG, JUDLO 


& SIGLER 


ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 
34 Howe Avenue, Possaic, N.+ 


Prescott 9-0362 
















Faws rYers- 
Clinton 
































AGENCIES IN: 












CAMDEN 
MorrisTOWN ° 




















TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 
OF NEW JERSEY 





TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSE! 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 


A NEW JERSEY CORPORATIOS 
Serving New Jersey Organized 1928 


¢ FREEHOLD © HACKENSACK 
New Brunswick 


7 NELSON PLACE, NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7878 


Toms RIvER 












































